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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 1 7 are presented for examination. 

2. Prosecution on the merits of this application is reopened on claims 1-17 in response to 
amendment filed on 7/03/2007. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vidyanand, 
US Patent Number 6,967,728, hereinafter Vidyanand, in view of Mukaiyama et al., US 
Patent Number 6,631,407, hererinafter Mukaiyama. 

5. Referring to claim 1, Vidyanand teaches a method of matching of business to business 
processes comprising: 

a. receiving transmission capability (set 16 of printer preferences 18 corresponds to 
"transmission capability) from a first computer system (first client computer 12a 
with first printer 26a corresponds to " a first computer system") to a second 
computer system (second client computer 12b with second printer 26b 
corresponds to " a second computer system")(Col 8 lines 45-55, first client 
computer sends set 16 of printer preferences 18 to second client computer); 
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b. storing transmission capabilities (set 16 of preferences 18 are stored in each client 
computer, see figure 12); 

c. receiving a request from one of the first and second computer system to interact 
with the other company (Col 9 lines 33-39, when a client computer wish to send a 
print job to a remote printer, the other company is "receiving the print request 
from the client computer to print); 

d. determining at least one translation path between the first and second computer 
systems based on the transmission capabilities and translation capabilities 
(preferences) (Col 9 lines 33-52, preferences resolution is required to send print 
jobs to different companies). 

Vidyanand does not teach wherein the first and second computer systems are 
business companies that are doing business with each other. 

Mukaiyama teaches, companies uses computers, printers, fax machines to 
maintain the conduct of business (Col 1 lines 15-26). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have the computer systems (which includes a computer and a 
printer) of Vidyanand each represents a company as taught by Mukaiyama because 
Vidyanand teaches a computer system having a personal computer and a printer, and 
Mukaiyama teaches companies uses computers and fax to conduct business. 

A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Vidyanand because having each computer system representing a 
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company would allow the system of Vidyanand to expand its capabilities for business use 
as taught by Mukaiyama (Col 1 lines 16-19). 

6. Referring to claim 2, Vidyanand as modified teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
transmission capabilities represent process formats support by each company (each set 16 
of preferences 18 represents a process formats support by each company, figure 11). 

7. Referring to claim 3, Vidyanand as modified teaches the method of claim 2, further 
comprising storing transmission capabilities in a managed hub (set 16 of preferences 18 
are stored in printer driver 14, driver 14 corresponds to the "managed hub".) 

8. Referring to claim 4, Vidyanand as modified teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
translation capabilities represent mapping from one data format to another (Col 9 lines 
40-52, figures 12 and 13). 

9. Referring to claim 5, Vidyanand as modified teaches the method of claim 4 further 
comprising storing the translation capabilities in a managed hub (preferences 18 are 
stored in printer driver 14, driver 14 corresponds to the "managed hub".) 

10. Referring to claim 6, Vidyanand as modified teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
request from one of the first and second companies is regarding any business to business 
computer transaction (figure 11, print jobs among two companies corresponds to 
"business to business computer transaction"). 

11. Referring to claim 7, Vidyanand as modified teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
translation path represents a number of data transformation and process translation 
capabilities (figures 12 and 13). 
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12. Referring to claims 8-17 claims 8-17 encompass the same scope of the invention as that 
of the claims 1-7. Therefore, claims 8-17 are rejected for the same reason as the claims 
1-7. 



Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Applicant is reminded that in amending in response to a rejection of claims, 
the patentable novelty must be clearly shown in view of the state of the art disclosed by 
the references cited and the objection made. Applicant must show how the amendments 
avoid such references and objections. See 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(c). 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Liang-che Alex Wang whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3992. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 am 
to 5:00 pm. 

15. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571)272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

16. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 



Application/Control Number: 10/042,480 Page 
Art Unit: 2155 

have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Liang-che Alex Wang 
August 29, 2007 




